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11) LOI(limiting oxygen index)
12) §2F 45 s

13) # 2@ s}ell | A

14) AV H=

15) A7t &=
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17) st4Eol

18) Flashover A1t 2 &%
19} ST 4%
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Table 1. Summary of corner test result for vinyl ester/glass composites

Average

Peak

Burner | Burner |Maximum| Time to Time of
width power spread | reach top S?g%:d HRR[kw] HRR peak
[cm] [kw] Hgtlem] [s] [em/s] Total | Net [s]

23 31 187 0 0 — —

23 31 190 00 0 45 14 1250
23 63 244 410 0.60 152 89 1100
23 62 244 410 0.60 152 90 1350
38 31 116 ©o 0 42 11 1000
38 31 114 ) 0 71 40 1200
38 61 244 1280 0.19 112 51 1100
38 62 244 1390 0175 |ca.ll6| 54 1200
38 145 244 167 1.46 271 126 375
38 148 244 168 1.45 266 118 650

148,
38 Non FR, | minimal — — 162 14 1600
coated
147
38 Non FR 244 120 2.0 576 429 175
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2 ()8 o]&3dle 4 EWEES mﬂ%" Az A&z F3gkel Aold U
AAPE7} 2110, AAD7} 501%, ¥% A 780 281 ARAFC)E 0966024 37
7 d=ge dxNFTS HAgFa o

FALEE A5 A3 WUl Z3 o AL olgst Te Be AS4L
A A1 8153 o
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A71M YE 29938, X2 ¥y Z XoE ¥y FFolt.
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